Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Registration for Municipal
Solid Waste (MSW) Management Site

Issued under provisions of Texas
Health & Safety Code
Chapter 361

MSW Registration No.: 40269

Name of Site Operator/Registrant: 130 Environmental Park, LLC

Property Owner: Cathy Moore Hunter
Facility Name: 130 Environmental Park Transfer Station
Facility Address: U.S. Highway 183 in Caldwell County, between FM 1185 and

Homanville Trail
Classification of Site: Type V Transfer Station

The registrant is authorized to store and process wastes, and to recycle recovered materials in
accordance with the limitations, requirements, and other conditions set forth herein. This
registration is granted subject to the rules and Orders of the Commission and laws of the State of
Texas. Nothing in this registration exempts the registrant from compliance with other applicable
rules and regulations of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality. This registration will
be valid until canceled, amended, or revoked by the Commission.

Approved, Issued and Effective in accordance with Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC)

VO A A

For the Commission

Issued Date: February 5, 2015
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Size and Location of Facility

. This Type V Transfer Station is located on U.S. Highway 183 between FM 1185 and Homanville

Trail, in Lockhart, Caldwell County, Texas. The facility contains 519.746 acres.

B.

C.

The legal description is contained in Part I, Appendix IC of the application.
Coordinates and Elevation of Site Permanent Benchmark:

Latitude: 29°58'43.75" N
Longitude: 97° 39' 24.76" W
Benchmark Elevation: 592.37. feet above Mean Sea Level

Waste Management Units and Operations Authorized

A.

Days and Hours of Operation

This facility is authorized to accept waste from 7:00 am to 7:00 pm, Monday through
Friday, and 7:00 am to 12:00 pm on Saturday. The operating hours are 5:00 am to
9:00 pm, Monday through Friday, and 5:00 am to 2:00 pm on Saturday, for operating
heavy equipment and for transporting materials. The facility is closed on Sunday. The
operator shall post the operating hours and waste acceptance hours on the site sign.

Wastes Authorized at this Facility

The registrant is authorized to separate, store, and transfer construction and
demolition waste, as defined in 30 TAC (§)330.3(33). The facility is also authorized to
recover recyclable materials and transfer the recovered recyclable materials to an
authorized facility.

Wastes Prohibited at this Facility

All liquid waste and solid waste not authorized in Provision I1.B.

Waste Acceptance Rate

Solid waste may be accepted for processing at this facility at a rate of up to 94 tons per
day.

Maximum Volume Available for Storage

The facility may store up to 100 tons of processed and unprocessed materials onsite.
The 100 tons includes unprocessed and processed wastes, and all recyclable materials
stored onsite. The maximum storage limit for unprocessed and processed waste is 72
hours. Recyclable materials may be stored onsite for a maximum of 180 days.

Waste Management Units Authorized

The registrant is authorized to operate the facilities related to the separation, storage
and transfer of the wastes authorized, and related to the recycling of the recovered
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materials, which shall include units, structures, appurtenances, or improvements as
described in the registration application.

The waste management units authorized at this facility include: the transfer station
building, roll-off boxes, transfer trailers or other suitable containers, and a 5,500 gallon
contaminated water storage tank.

Changes, Additions, or Expansions
Any proposed facility changes must be authorized in accordance with TCEQ rules in 30

TAC Chapter 330 (Municipal Solid Waste) and 30 TAC Chapter 305 (Consolidated
Permits).

I1l. Facility Design, Construction, and Operation

A.

Facility design, construction, and operation must comply with this registration, the
registration application as incorporated by reference in Attachment A, and the
regulations in 30 TAC Chapter 330.

The entire waste management facility shall be designed, constructed, operated, and
maintained to prevent the release and migration of any waste, contaminant, or
pollutant, and to prevent inundation or discharge from the areas surrounding the
facility components. This site must be designed, constructed ,and maintained to collect
spills and incidental precipitation in such a manner as to:

1. preclude the release of any contaminated runoff or spills; and

2. prevent washout of any waste by a 100-year storm.

The site shall be designed and operated so as not to cause a violation of:

1. the requirements of the Texas Water Code, §26.121;

2. any requirements of the Federal Clean Water Act, including, but not limited to,
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements,

8402 as amended; or Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
requirements;

3. the requirements under the Federal Clean Water Act, 8404, as amended; and

4, any requirement of an area wide or statewide water quality management plan
that has been approved under the Federal Clean Water Act, §208 or §319, as
amended.

All facility employees and other persons involved in facility operations shall be
qualified, trained, and experienced to perform their duties so as to achieve compliance
with this registration. The registrant shall further ensure that personnel are familiar
with safety procedures, contingency plans, the requirements of the Commission’s rules,
and this registration, commensurate with their levels and positions of authority.



130 Environmental Park Transfer Station, Caldwell County
MSW Registration No. 40269

Page 5

V.

V.

Financial Assurance

A.

General

Authorization to operate the facility is contingent upon compliance with provisions
contained in this registration and maintenance of financial assurance in accordance
with 30 TAC Chapter 330 Subchapter K and 30 TAC Chapter 37.

Closure Financial Assurance

Closure Financial Assurance. The amount of financial assurance posted for closure
shall be provided annually in current dollars in an amount equal to closing the entire
facility pursuant to 30 TAC Section 330.505. The owner and/or operator shall annually
adjust the closure cost estimate and the dollar amount of the financial assurance for
inflation within 60 days prior to the anniversary date of the registration pursuant to 30
TAC Chapter 37 Subchapter B. Continuous financial assurance coverage for closure
must be provided until all requirements of the final closure plan have been completed
and the site is determined to be closed in writing by the executive director.

Closure Financial Assurance Amount

Within 60 days after the date of registration issuance or prior to the initial receipt of
waste, the registrant shall provide financial assurance instrument(s) for demonstration
of closure in an amount equal to but not less than $96,600 for closure in 2013 dollars.
The amount of financial assurance to be posted annually shall be determined as
described in Provisions IV.A. and IV.B of this registration and 30 TAC Chapter 37.

Closure Plan Modifications

If the facility’s closure plan is modified, the registrant shall provide new cost estimates
in current dollars, which meet the requirements 30 TAC Chapter 37 and 30 TAC
Chapter 330, Subchapter L as applicable. Modifications shall be made pursuant to 30
TAC 8305.70. The amount of the financial assurance mechanism shall be adjusted
within 45 days after the modification is approved. Adjustments to the cost estimates
and/or financial assurance instrument to comply with any financial assurance
regulation that is adopted by the TCEQ subsequent to the issuance of this registration
shall be initiated as a modification within 30 days after the effective date of the new
regulation.

Facility Closure

A.

Closure shall commence:

1. Upon direction by the Executive Director of the TCEQ for failure to comply with
the terms and conditions of this registration or violation of State or Federal
regulations. The Executive Director is authorized to issue emergency orders to
the registrant in accordance with §85.501 and 5.512 of the Texas Water Code
regarding this matter after considering whether an emergency requiring
immediate action to protect the public health and safety exists;

2. Upon abandonment of the site;
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3. Upon direction of the Executive Director for failure to secure and maintain
adequate financial assurance as required; or

4, Upon registrant’s notification to the TCEQ that the facility will no longer
operate.

Site Completion Requirements:

The facility shall be completed and closed in accordance with Appendix I11C (Closure
Plan) and 111D (Cost Estimate for Closure), Part |11 of this Registration and 30 TAC
§330.21 — Closure, 30 TAC §330.451 — Applicability, 30 TAC 8330.459 - Closure
Requirements for Municipal Solid Waste Storage and Processing Units and 30 TAC
8330.461 - Certification of Final Facility Closure.

Standard Registration Conditions

A.

This registration is based on and the site owner/operator shall follow the registration
application submittal dated September 4, 2013, and the revisions dated February 14,
2014, July 11, 2014 and October 15, 2014. These application submittals are hereby
approved subject to the terms of this registration, the rules and regulations, and any
orders of the TCEQ. These application materials are incorporated into this registration
by reference in Attachment A as fully set out herein. Any and all revisions to these
elements shall become conditions of this registration upon the date of approval by the
Commission. The registrant shall maintain the Application and all supporting
documentation at the facility and make them available for inspection by TCEQ
personnel.

Attachment B, consisting of modifications, and corrections to this registration, is
hereby made a part of this registration.

The registrant shall comply with all conditions of this registration. Failure to comply
with any condition may constitute a violation of the registration, the rules of the
Commission, and the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act and is grounds for an
enforcement action, revocation, or suspension.

Inspection and entry onto the site by authorized personnel shall be allowed during the
site operating life.

The provisions of this registration are severable. If any registration provision or the
application of any registration provision to any circumstance is held invalid, the
remainder of this registration shall not be affected.

Regardless of the specific designs contained in the registration application, the
registrant shall be required to meet all performance standards in the registration, the
application, or as required by local, State, and Federal laws.

If differences arise between these registration provisions and the Application, these
registration provisions shall prevail.
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H. The registrant shall comply with the requirements of the air permit exemption in 30
TAC 8106.534, if applicable, and the applicable requirements of 30 TAC Chapters 106
and 116.

VIl. Incorporated Regulatory Requirements
A. The registrant shall comply with all applicable Federal, State, and local regulations and
shall obtain any and all other required permits prior to the beginning of any operation
authorized by this registration.
B. To the extent applicable to the activities authorized by this registration, the
requirements of 30 TAC Chapters 37, 281, 305, and 330, and future revisions are

adopted by reference and are hereby made provisions and conditions of this
registration.

VIIl. Special Provisions
The facility must implement all roadway improvements specified in Part 11, Appendix 11C of

the registration application prior to their pre-opening inspection and operation of the transfer
station.

IX. Attachment A

The Registration Application.

X. Attachment B

Modifications, and Correction to MSW Registration No. 40269.
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Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., P.E., Chairman
Toby Baker, Commissioner

Zak Covar, Commissioner

Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution
February 9, 2015

TO: Persons on the attached mailing list.

RE: 130 Environmental Park, LLC — Caldwell County
Registration No. 40269

This letter is your notice that the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)
executive director (ED) has issued final approval of the above-named application.
According to 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) Section 50.135 the approval became
effective on February 5, 2015, the date the ED signed the permit or other approval
unless otherwise specified in the permit or other approval. Enclosed is a courtesy copy
of the Executive Director’s response to comments.

You may file a motion to overturn with the chief clerk. A motion to overturnisa
request for the commission to review the TCEQ ED’s approval of the application. Any
motion must explain why the commission should review the TCEQ executive director’s
action. According to 30 TAC Section 50.139 an action by the ED is not affected by a
motion to overturn filed under this section unless expressly ordered by the commission.

A motion to overturn must be received by the chief clerk within 23 days after the date of
this letter. An original and 7 copies of a motion must be filed with the chief clerk in
person, or by mail to the chief clerk’s address on the attached mailing list. On the same
day the motion is transmitted to the chief clerk, please provide copies to the applicant,
the ED’s attorney, and the Public Interest Counsel at the addresses listed on the
attached mailing list. If a motion to overturn is not acted on by the commission within
45 days after the date of this letter, then the motion shall be deemed overruled.

You may also request judicial review of the ED’s approval. According to Texas Water
Code Section 5.351 a person affected by the ED’s approval must file a petition appealing
the ED’s approval in Travis County district court within 30 days after the effective date
of the approval. Even if you request judicial review, you still must exhaust your
administrative remedies, which includes filing a motion to overturn in accordance with
the previous paragraphs.

P.O. Box 13087 e Austin, Texas 78711-3087 e 512-239-1000 e tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/



Individual members of the public may seek further information by calling the Public
Education Program, toll free, at 1-800-687-4040.

Bridget C. Bohac
Chief Clerk

BCB/Ig

Enclosure





MAILING LIST

for

130 Environmental Park, LLC
Registration No. 40269

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Ernest Kaufmann, President and
Manager

130 Environmental Park, LLC

134 Riverstone Terrace, Suite 203

Canton, Georgia 30114

Kerry D. Maroney, P.E.
Biggs & Mathews, Inc.
2500 Brook Avenue
Wichita Falls, Texas 76301

LANDOWNERS/INTERESTED
PERSONS:

See Attached List.

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
via electronic mail:

Brian Christian, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Environmental Assistance Division
Public Education Program MC-108
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Guy Henry, Senior Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Environmental Law Division MC 173
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Charles Brown, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental

Quality

Municipal Solid Waste Permits Division

MC 124
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL
via electronic mail:

Vic McWherter, Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Public Interest Counsel MC 103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK
via electronic mail:

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Office of Chief Clerk MC 105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087





EDWARD C. SMITH
371 SCHURLKE ROAD

LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-4419

CAROL & DAVID JARRATT
1687 HOMANNVILLE TRAIL

LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-4516

JOSE LUNA GOMEZ & LOURDES M.

RODRIGUEZ
145 TED COURT
KYLE, TEXAS 78640-8864

 DANIEL, ANSELAM S. & RUEBEN

HERNANDEZ
109 BRANDON LANE
KYLE, TEXAS 78640-5588

" VICTORIA & RAFAEL FLORES
6508 SANDSHOF DRIVE
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78724-4331

/‘:""'“k
T

" CORINE & GORDON SWENSON
11407 FM 1625
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78747-1563

NOEL V. SMITH, IR. o
4242 WHARTONS DOCK ROAD
BANDERA, TEXAS 78003-4585

SPENCEWOOD INC.
1231 W. SAN ANTONIQ STREET
SAN MARCOS, TEXAS 78666-4136

GLORIA ORALIA MARTINEZ
2705 HOEKE LANE LOT 70
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78744-1737

JOEL & REBECCA RUIZ
1595 HOMANNVILLE TRAIL
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-2270

MARIO MENDOZA TORRES
1729 MEARNS MEADOW
AUSTING! Texws:787518-5001

~ JESUS L. SILVESTRE & VERONICA LOPE:
DOMINGUEZ
304 GOLDEN COVE
KYLE, TEXAS 78640-4481

"FRANCISCO J. GONZALES-RODRIGUEZ
5611 SPRING MEADOW ROAD A
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78744-3023

~ HAZO INVESTMENTS LD
P. O, BOX 1249
SAN MARCOS, TEXAS 78667

" EZEQUIEL BENITEZ GABRIEL HERNANDEZ & DORA GUDINO
© 600 BARWOOD PARK DRIVE, APT. 221 TREIO

AUSTIN,‘ TEXAS 78753-6459 13485 AVIS ROAD
DALE, TEXAS 78616-3052

 JOANNE & WILLIAM BIRKHOLZ
1600 HOMANNVILLE TRAIL
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-4501

DANIEL SIERRA MORALES
1570 HOMANNVILLE TRAIL
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-2270

S, A, RAFATI
5401 SPRINGFIELD AVENUE
LAREDO, TEXAS 78041-3296

4

STEPHEN E. COX, ET AL I BEN PESL
1234 HOMANNVILLE TRAIL P. 0. BOX 242
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-2269 DALE, TEXAS 78616-0242

1038 SPRUCE STREET
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-2436

" KING FAMILY TRUST - JODY KING

 CATHY MOORE HUNTER
505 CARIBBEAN DRIVE
"LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-2939

"' THOMAS BURTON BUNNELL JR., SPEC.
' NEEDS TR
~ P.0O.BOX 454
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-0454

TRUSTEE
3925 FM 1185
LOCKHART, TEXAS 78644-4526






ABEL , CHRIS
1510 CRESCENT GREEN DR
HOUSTON TX 77094-2952

ABSHIER , MRS VICKIM
PO BOX 150751
AUSTIN TX 78715-0751

ADOLPH , REGAN
RHODES BOX NO 1040
2000 N PARKWAY
MEMPHIS TN 38112-1624

BATES I, MR CAMERON TRAVIS
538 HALLIE DR
HOUSTON TX 77024-4021

BAUMANN , RACHEL KING
4719 MCKINNEY AVE
DALLAS TX 75205-3587

BERTRAM , CHERYL
2676 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2367

BERTRAN , BILLY
2676 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2367

BISSONNET , DEBORAH & MIKE
2350 SCHUELKE RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4427

BISSONNET , VICTORIA
2350 SCHUELKE RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4427

BROWN , CLAUDIA & ROBERT
1882 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4485

ABSHIER , JAMES
PO BOX 150751
AUSTIN TX 78715-0751

ACOSTA , MARISSA
906 CENTER ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3304

BARR , CHRISTINE
1014 SHILLINGTON DR
KATY TX 77450-4205

BATES , JEANNE & RICHARD

3049 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-3526

BAUMANN, SARAH L
17102 FAWN BROOK DR

SAN ANTONIO TX 78248-1544

BERTRAM , JAMES
1021 BOWIE ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3217

BILLINGSLEY , SANDRA
3925 DRY CREEK RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2589

BISSONNET , DEBORAH E
2350 SCHUELKE RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4427

BLOUNT , LORNA
1723 BEACON COVE CT
KATY TX 77450-5048

BROWN , ROBERT
1882 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4485

ABSHIER , MR JAMES H
5115 BARTH RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2258

ADAIR , BEVERLY E
777 N PATENCIO RD
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262-4357

BASTIEN , ERIC
1514 WINDRIDGE DR
LOCKHART TX 78644-2497

BAUMANN , JOHN EDWARD
703 W 35TH ST UNIT B
AUSTIN TX 78705-1208

BENWELL , SALLY
12430 MOSSYCUP DR
HOUSTON TX 77024-4908

BERTRAM, JO
CONCERNED CITIZEN
1021 BOWIE ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3217

BISSONNET , MRS BARBARA ALLEN
2350 SCHUELKE RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4427

BISSONNET , MIKE
2350 SCHUELKE RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4427

BOLDING , PRUDENCE
20106 TREASURE OAKS CT
KATY TX 77450-5087

BRUGO , ANDRE J
14439 STILL MEADOW DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-3136





BUGG III , MR JIM
410 ELIZABETH RD
SAN ANTONIO TX 78209-5935

CAIRNS , STEVE
8272 CLUB MEADOWS DR
DALLAS TX 75243-7418

CHEATHAM , JOHNNY
184 SUNRISE ST
DALE TX 78616-2505

CHRISTIANSEN , AJR
13218 INDIAN CREEK RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7137

CISNEROS , ARTURO
722 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4480

COLLIER , ANN
968 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4482

COLLINS , MRS MELANIE RENE
2600 SCHUELKE RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4430

DECHENE , JOHN
1950 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2260

DOBBS , ANDREW
611 S CONGRESS AVE STE 200B
AUSTIN TX 78704-1700

DOZIER JR , ROLAND L
1207 MAPLE ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2911

BUNNELL JR , THOMAS
2355 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2263

CARDWELL , ANN
PO BOX 772
LOCKHART TX 78644-0772

CHEATHAM , JOYCE
4898 BARTH RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2256

CHRISTIANSEN , ARNIE R
13218 INDIAN CREEK RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7137

CLARK , HANNAH
300 SHORELINE DR
NACOGDOCHES TX 75964-8023

COLLIER , ANN & TROYCE
968 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4482

CONCERNED CITIZEN ,
PO BOX 787
LOCKHART TX 78644-0787

DELONE , MEREDITH
2145 BORCHERT LOOP
LOCKHART TX 78644-2895

DOLESE , MARTHA
710 SHACKBERRY AVE
LULING TX 78648-3205

ECK , BRIAN
99 CLIFFSIDE DR
SHAVANO PARK TX 78231-1508

BURD , WES

UBC

306 GESSNER RD
HOUSTON TX 77024-6117

CASTILLO, JOHN G
1106 RED RIVER ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-1741

CHEATHAM,SL
184 SUNRISE ST
DALE TX 78616-2505

CHRISTIANSEN , LYNN
PO BOX 420258
HOUSTON TX 77242-0258

CLOUGH , KATHLEEN
1707 SILENT VALLEY RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-1553

COLLIER , TROYCE
968 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4482

DAVIS , CRAIG

INEXS

STE 2050

1980 POST OAK BLVD
HOUSTON TX 77056-3899

DEWAELE , PAUL
23614 BANNING POINT CT
KATY TX 77494-2866

DOZIER , CHERYL
1207 MAPLE ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2911

EDGE , LAURA
3606 CLEAR FALLS DR
KINGWOOD TX 77339-6101





EDMONDSON , CAROLYN W
274 LAS BRISAS BLVD
SEGUIN TX 78155-2203

EDMONDSON , JUSTIN W
145 PASEO DEL RIO
SEGUIN TX 78155-0161

ENGLEHART , ROBERT

B+E RANCH

1826 PRIDES XING

SAN ANTONIO TX 78232-5161

FERNANDEZ , RODOLFO
608 S BRAZOS ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3131

FISHER , MRS CHERYL
CG FISHER & ASSC

PO BOX 2476

FRITCH TX 79036-2476

FOX , MR CLAYTON
2208 PINOAK KNLS
SAN ANTONIO TX 78248-2303

FRIEDRICH , JOSEPHINE
PO BOX 454
LOCKHART TX 78644-0454

GAHN , MS JULIANNA ILES
14102 CARDINAL LN
HOUSTON TX 77079-6816

GAMBRELL , JOHN

STE 200

8582 KATY FWY
HOUSTON TX 77024-1830

GIBSON , CANDACE
2218 JOEL WHEATON RD
HOUSTON TX 77077-5437

EDMONDSON JR , JAMES MARVIN
300 W FULTON ST
MATHIS TX 78368-2275

EISENBERG , LARRY & MARY
1021 SPRUCE ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2437

ESCAMILLA , MIKE
13410 WESTPORT LN
HOUSTON TX 77079-3421

FILOBELO, DR. LUIS F
CE203B

3333 HIGHWAY 6 S
HOUSTON TX 77082-3101

FISHER III , MR JOE
5709 COVENTRY LN
AUSTIN TX 78723-3541

FRIEDRICH , BYRON
2353 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2263

FRIEDRICH , JOSEPHINE BUNNELL
2353 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2263

GAINES , RONNIE
911 TRAVIS ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3258

GANN , THOMAS KRAG
6205 SANDYDALE DR
DALLAS TX 75248-3942

GONZALES , MICHELLE
415 SUMMERSIDE AVE
LOCKHART TX 78644-4649

EDMONDSON , JERRY W
274 LAS BRISAS BLVD
SEGUIN TX 78155-2203

ENGLEHART , ALYSSA
703 W 35TH ST UNIT B
AUSTIN TX 78705-1208

FARRIS , BRIAN
614 WINTER OAKS DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6528

FISHER , CAROL
5709 COVENTRY LN
AUSTIN TX 78723-3541

FORD , CHARLA TAIT
18565 SCENIC HIGHWAY 98
FAIRHOPE AL 36532-6882

FRIEDRICH , BYRON
PO BOX 454
LOCKHART TX 78644-0454

FRIEDRICH , JOSEPHINE L
10103 IVANHOE TRL
AUSTIN TX 78748-1253

GAMBRELL , JOHN
4416 EDMONDSON AVE
DALLAS TX 75205-2604

GEPHART , FRAN
127 LYTTON LN
DALE TX 78616-2484

GUERRERO , MRS MICHELLE J
2210 CAMBRIDGE DALE CT
KATY TX 77493-3528





HABEL , MS MICHELLE
1023 DARIA DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-5023

HARRIS , MR JAMES
14542 OAK BEND DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6518

HOLDER , LESLIE & RODNEY
575 COMANCHE WAY
DALE TX 78616-3347

HOOD , MS VICTORIA LEIGH
20110 VICTORIA CHASE RD
LAGO VISTA TX 78645-6311

HYMAN , WILLIAM V
PO BOX 1168
LOCKHART TX 78644-1168

JOHNSON , GRANT TUCKER
826 W FOREST DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-3324

KAY , MS KIMBERLY
17102 FAWN BROOK DR
SAN ANTONIO TX 78248-1544

KING , DEBBIE
22834 MOUNTAIN CREEK CT
KATY TX 77450-3680

KING , JODY
3925 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4526

KING , RYAN
22834 MOUNTAIN CREEK CT
KATY TX 77450-3680

HARMAN, RUTH & ZEPEDA,JUANITA

390 ZEPEDA LN
DALE TX 78616-2674

HARRIS , JULIE
14807 SWALE
SAN ANTONIO TX 78248-0948

HOLDER , LESLIE
575 COMANCHE WAY
DALE TX 78616-3347

HUANG , MRS HONG
3807 CAMBRIDGEPORT CT
KATY TX 77494-2568

ISLAS , FERMIN T
PO BOX 1125
LOCKHART TX 78644-1125

JOHNSON , RUTH
826 W FOREST DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-3324

KEENAN , DOTTIE
4898 BARTH RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2256

KING , JAMES G

3402 SYCAMORE SHADOWS DR

KINGWOOD TX 77339-1878

KING , MIRIAM

3402 SYCAMORE SHADOWS DR

KINGWOOD TX 77339-1878

KING , TAYLOR D
22834 MOUNTAIN CREEK CT
KATY TX 77450-3680

HARRINGTON , CLINT
13914 QUEENSBURY LN
HOUSTON TX 77079-3323

HEWSON , MR STEPHEN
4610 SEGUIN VALLEY DR
KATY TX 77494-3252

HONNOLD , MRS PATTI MARIE
3916 438TH ST
ISLE MN 56342-4552

HUDSON , MR GREGORY SPENCER

COZEN O'CONNOR

STE 2900

1221 MCKINNEY ST
HOUSTON TX 77010-2011

JOHNSON, CODY LANE
13307 STAIROCK ST
SAN ANTONIO TX 78248-1215

JUDICE , ANNIE
11711 ASTORIA DR
BEE CAVE TX 78738-5021

KENNEDY , MR JAMES
APT B

4502 EMERSON AVE
DALLAS TX 75205-4633

KING , JANET
17102 FAWN BROOK DR
SAN ANTONIO TX 78248-1544

KING , PATTON
22834 MOUNTAIN CREEK CT
KATY TX 77450-3680

KING , THOMAS LEE
22834 MOUNTAIN CREEK CT
KATY TX 77450-3680





KINNEY , MS LINDAM
IHS

5610 TIMBER BAY CT
KATY TX 77450-5671

LAYCOCK , JOHN

LOWERRE FREDERICK PERALES ALLMON AND RC

707 RIO GRANDE ST STE 200
AUSTIN TX 78701-2733

LINDER , MRS LORI
8410 FM 1854
DALE TX 78616-2782

MACNAUGHTON , LOU
366 ROYAL DR
DALE TX 78616-2448

MALONE , JACKIE
13110 APPLE TREE RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7204

MANDELSKI , CHRISTINA
3426 KINGS MOUNTAIN DR
KINGWOOD TX 77345-2017

MASSEY , DR. ELLEN P
402 W SAN ANTONIO ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2658

MCCRARY , KAREN G
818 S LAUREL AVE
LULING TX 78648-3306

MCGUINNESS , LORI
130 PLANTATION RD
HOUSTON TX 77024-6216

MCPHILLIPS , BILL
13410 INDIAN CREEK RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7141

KLEINSCHMIDT , THE HONORABLE TIM
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PO BOX 2910
AUSTIN TX 78768-2910

LESSER , DR. WAYNE
366 ROYAL DR
DALE TX 78616-2448

LINDERMAN , BRIAN MATTHEW
13515 QUEENSBURY LN
HOUSTON TX 77079-6017

MALONE , BRYAN
13110 APPLE TREE RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7204

MALONE , PARKER
13110 APPLE TREE RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7204

MARTIN , BRENDA
822 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4481

MCCANN , MR SCOT
2703 CAVILEER AVE
AUSTIN TX 78757-2711

MCDONALD , MR KENNETH
6331 PINESHADE LN
HOUSTON TX 77008-6238

MCMILLIN , AARON & ROXANNA
606 COMAL ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2000

MCWHORTER JR , IRVIN C
PO BOX 727
GRANBY CO 80446-0727

LANEY ,RANDY L
851 OLD SAN ANTONIO RD
DALE TX 78616-3202

LEVINE , SETH
2220 BORCHERT LOOP
LOCKHART TX 78644-2486

LINDERMAN , JOHN
13515 QUEENSBURY LN
HOUSTON TX 77079-6017

MALONE , CONNOR
APT 209

874 YORKCHESTER DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-3456

MALONE , SHELLEY
13110 APPLE TREE RD
HOUSTON TX 77079-7204

MARTINEZ , MANUEL
1087 SEAWILLOW RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-4089

MCCLELLAND , CARMEN
4920 CALLE DE TIERRA NE
ALBUQUERQUE NM 87111-2927

MCGINTY , ELIZABETH
1001 S GUADALUPE ST APT 311
LOCKHART TX 78644-3671

MCMILLIN , ROXANNA
606 COMAL ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2000

MELTON , MR JAMES
5006 SHADOW BREEZE LN
KATY TX 77494-4867





MENDOZA , JUAN
PO BOX 952
LOCKHART TX 78644-0952

MOLYNEUX , MIKE
7607 GRAND PASS LN
KATY TX 77494-6443

MORIARTY , NICHOLAS G
603 DURLEY DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6106

NAPP , TIM
5302 GOLD MEDAL CIR
HOUSTON TX 77041-5506

NITZ , SHARON
2742 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-2225

OTT, AMY
1600 RIDGEMONT DR
AUSTIN TX 78723-2553

PHILLIPS , MEREDITH
1200 W 40TH ST APT 106
AUSTIN TX 78756-3640

RIVERA , MS BELINDA R
504 E MARKET ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2810

ROLAND, JOEI
PO BOX 1197
LOCKHART TX 78644-1197

SANCHEZ , AGGIE
2012 HOMANN RD
DALE TX 78616-2410

MENELEY , KATHRYN A
160 WAM WAY
LOCKHART TX 78644-3481

MOORE , LYNN
7511 COURTNEY MANOR LN
KATY TX 77494-6600

MORIARTY , ROSEMARY
603 DURLEY DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6106

NEFF , MR MICHAEL
2919 SURREY TRAIL LN
KATY TX 77450-7455

OLSEN , RICHARD
3306 DAVIS LN
AUSTIN TX 78745-7901

OTT, OLIVIA
1600 RIDGEMONT DR
AUSTIN TX 78723-2553

PIGUE , TIM
9710 RIVER RD
NEW BRAUNFELS TX 78132-3089

ROG , RUSS
424 LOOP ST
BUDA TX 78610-3304

RYAN, BRENT W
PO BOX 12127
AUSTIN TX 78711-2127

SANCHEZ , FRANK
2012 HOMANN RD
DALE TX 78616-2410

MILLER , KAYE HILGERS
1607 JOHNNY MILLER TRL
AUSTIN TX 78746-6125

MORIARTY , KEITH
603 DURLEY DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6106

MURRAY , DANA
450 JEWEL LN
LOCKHART TX 78644-4656

NEYMAN , JESSICA ANNE
209 S CHURCH ST STE D
LOCKHART TX 78644

OSBORN , JOHN
518 WALWORTEN CT
KATY TX 77450-2231

PERALES , MARISA ATTORNEY

LOWERRE FREDERICK PERALES ALLMON & ROCK

707 RIO GRANDE ST STE 200
AUSTIN TX 78701-2733

RIELLY , SHAWN
1207 POWDER RIVER TRL
SOUTHLAKE TX 76092-3232

ROGERS , RUSSELL
424 LOOP ST
BUDA TX 78610-3304

S, AMANDA

APT 1514

3222 69TH ST

GALVESTON TX 77551-2086

SANCHO-HERRERA , SAMANTHA
21614 PARK BEND DR
KATY TX 77450-4609





SAUERS , CYNTHIA
126 PIONEER PSGE
BASTROP TX 78602-3602

SCHLIEF , TYLER
14803 BROADGREEN DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6308

SCOTT , DARREL
231 SUNRISE ST
DALE TX 78616-2565

SIFUENTES , BLANCA
510 CIBILO ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3012

SNAPP , WILLIAM A
14514 CAROLCREST DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6508

SPRUIELL , LARRY N
199 RAINBOW DR #9917
LIVINGSTON TX 77399-1099

STEWART , SK
PO BOX 561
LULING TX 78648-0561

STORM , JOSH
2501 GATLIN CREEK RD

DRIPPING SPRINGS TX 78620-4909

THORNTON , ALICIA
443 ROYAL DR
DALE TX 78616-2448

TYLER , LESLIE
6747 CUTTING BLVD
EL CERRITO CA 94530-1855

SAUERS , ROBERT
126 PIONEER PSGE
BASTROP TX 78602-3602

SCHNEIDER , ROBIN EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
TEXAS CAMPAIGN FOR THE ENVIRONMENT
611 S CONGRESS AVE STE 200B

AUSTIN TX 78704-1700

SHOR , ADAM
2517 DANNY LN
FARMERS BRANCH TX 75234-6278

SIFUENTES , JAIME
415 SUMMERSIDE AVE
LOCKHART TX 78644-4649

SNYDER , EMILY
15846 EAGLE CLIFF ST
SAN ANTONIO TX 78232-3453

STEEN , ISABEL
201 SARDIS GROVE LN
MATTHEWS NC 28105-2623

STEWART , SUSAN K
PO BOX 561
LULING TX 78648-0561

SUGHRUE , FRANK L
5118 BARTH RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2258

TORRES , ALFONSO
2705 HOEKE LN
AUSTIN TX 78744-1701

VAN HORN , HALEY
11413 GLEN FALLOCH CT
AUSTIN TX 78754-5796

SAVVAS , KARA
9134 FM 1854
DALE TX 78616-2324

SCHULTE , MS RUTHANNE
619 PATCHESTER DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-5908

SHROYER , DEBBIE & JESSE
1880 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4485

SMALL , EDWARD C
100 CONGRESS AVE STE 1100
AUSTIN TX 78701-4042

SPRUIELL , JACQUELYN
NO 319

624 W UNIVERSITY DR
DENTON TX 76201-1889

STEWART , AARON & CRAIG
14530 BRAMBLEWOOD DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6504

STILLMAN , NEIL
22914 RACHELS MANOR DR
KATY TX 77494-4468

THOMAS , MRS ZEENA
28015 NORFOLK TRAIL LN
KATY TX 77494-5321

TROTTI, RUSSELL & STEPHANY

4979 BARTH RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2257

VAVRA , MONICA
3119 SILVER GLADE DR
KINGWOOD TX 77345-1203





VEES , RICK
PO BOX 772
LOCKHART TX 78644-0772

WALDROP , MS TAMMY LYNNE
23965 ARROWHEAD PT
NEW CANEY TX 77357-4713

WILCOX JR , DR. DAVID ARTHUR
13021 SE 245TH ST
KENT WA 98030-5052

WILLIAMS , BROOKE
407 KICKERILLO DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-7413

WILLIAMS , DR. ROGER M
127 N PECOS ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-2571

WOODWORTH , JOE
135 JOES PLACE RD
DALE TX 78616-3071

ZAFFIRINI, THE HONORABLE JUDITH
TEXAS SENATE

PO BOX 12068

AUSTIN TX 78711-2068

VICKERY , MR DON
13822 KIMBERLEY LN
HOUSTON TX 77079-5802

WEISS , MR ERIC ROBISON
NOC

1501 W 9TH ST

AUSTIN TX 78703-4877

WILKERSON , MR CURTIS SCOTT
22215 TREESDALE LN
KATY TX 77450-8517

WILLIAMS , MERLE
125 JOES PLACE RD
DALE TX 78616-3071

WILLIAMSON , SHERRI
2358 WILLIAMSON RD
LOCKHART TX 78644-2299

YOUNG , MRS PAMELA KAY
862 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4481

VIEGER , MICHAEL
1002 HOLMES CT
ALLEN TX 75002-5741

WHITE , MR ADAM
14358 BROADGREEN DR
HOUSTON TX 77079-6605

WILKERSON , MR SCOTT
22215 TREESDALE LN
KATY TX 77450-8517

WILLIAMS , MRS ONITA G
6 PADDINGTON WAY
CONROE TX 77384-4494

WINKLER , FRANCES
425 HACKBERRY ST
LOCKHART TX 78644-3044

YOUNG , WILLIAM E
862 FM 1185
LOCKHART TX 78644-4481
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Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., P.E., Chairman
Toby Baker, Commissioner

Zak Covar, Commissioner

Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution
February 9, 2015

To All Concerned Parties:

Re: 130 Environmental Park, LLC — Caldwell County
Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) - Registration Application No, 40269
MSW Type V Processing & Recycling Facility
Courtesy Response Letter

Thank you for the public comments you submitted to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality (TCEQ) in regards to the registration application that was submitted by 130
Environmental Park, LLC (Applicant or 130 Environmental Park), requesting a registration that
would authorize construction and operation of a new Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Type V
transfer station (Application).

The following individuals submitted comment letters to the TCEQ or provided comments at the
public meeting of May 8, 2014 regarding the Applicant’s proposed Type V Transfer Station
Registration No, 40266

Chris Abel Andre Brugo Laura Edge

James Abshier Jim Bugg Carolyn Edmondson
Vicki Abshier Thomas Bunnell James Edmondson
Marissa Acosta Wes Burd Jerry Edmondson
Beverly Adair Steve Cairns Justin Edmondson
Regan Adolph Ann Cardwell Larry Eisenberg
Christine Barr John Castillo Mary Eisenberg
Eric Bastien Johnny Cheatham Alyssa Englehart
Cameron Bates Joyce Cheatham Robert Englehart
Jeanne Bates SL Cheatham Mike Escamilla
Richard Bates Arnie Christiansen’ Brian Farris

John Baumann Lynn Christiansen Rodoelfo Fernandez
Rachel Baumann Arturo Cisneros Luis Filobelo

Sarah Baumann Hannah Clark Carol Fisher

Sally Benwell Kathleen Clough Cheryl Fisher

Billy Bertram Ann Collier Joe Fisher

James Bertram Troyce Collier Charla Ford

Jo Bertram Melanie-Rene Collins Clayton Fox

Chery! Bertram Craig Davis Byron Friedrich
Sandra Billingsley John Dechene Josephine Friedrich
Barbara Bissonnet Meredith Delone Josephine Bunnell
Deborah Bissonnet Paul DeWaele Friederich

Mike Bissonnet Andrew Dobbs Josephine L. Friederich
Victoria Bissonnet Martha Dolese Julianna Gahn
Lorna Blount Cheryl Dozier John Gambrell
Prudence Bolding Roland Dozier Thomas Gann
Robert Brown Brian Eck Fran Gephart

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 »

512-239-1000

teeq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?
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Candace Gibson
Michelle Guerrero
Michelle Habel
Ruth Harman
Clint Harrington
James Harris
Julie Harris
Stephen Hewson
Leslie Holder
Rodney Holder
Patti Honnold
Victoria Hood
Haley Van Horn
Hong Huang
Gregory Hudson
William Hyman
Fermin Islas
Carol Jarratt
David Jarratt
Cody Johnson
Grant Johnson
Ruth Johnson
Annie Judice
Kimberly Kay
Dottie Keenan
James Kennedy
Debbie King
James King
Janet King

Jody King
Miriam King
Patton King
Ryan King
Taylor King
Thomas King
Linda Kinney
Randy Laney
John Laycock
Wayne Lesser
Seth Levine

Lori Linder
Brian Linderman
~John Linderman
Lou MacNaughton
Bryan Malone

Connor Malone
Jackie Malone
Parker Malone
Shelley Malone
Christina Mandelski
Brenda Martin
Ellen Massey

Scot McCann
Carmen McClelland
Kenneth McDonald
Liz McGinty

Lori McGuinness
Aaron MeMillin
Roxana McMillin
Bill McPhillips
Irvin McWhorter
James Melton
Kathryn Meneley
Kaye Miller

Mike Molyneux
Lynn Moore

Keith Moriarty
Nicholas Moriarty
Rosemary Moriarty
Dana Murray

Tim Napp

Michael Neff
Jessica Neyman
Sharon Nitz
Richard Olsen
John Osborn

Amy Ott

QOlivia Ott

Marisa Perales
Meredith Phillips
Tim Pigue

Shawn Rielly
Belinda Rivera
Russell Rogers

Joe Roland
Amanda S

Aggie Sanchez
Frankie Sanchez
Samantha Sancho-Herrera
Cynthia Sauvers

Robert Sauers
Kara Savvas
Tyler Schlief
Robin Schneider
Ruthanne Schulte
Darrel Scott
Adam Shor
Blanca Sifuentes
Jaime Sifuentes
William Snapp
Emily Snyder
Jacquelyn Spruiell
Larry Spruiell
Isabel Steen
Craig Stewart
Susan Stewart
Neil Stillman
Josh Storm
Frank Sughrue
Zeena Thomas
Alicia Thornton
Russell Trotti
Stephany Trotti
Leslie Tyler
Monica Vavra
Rick Vees

Don Vickery
Michael Vieger
Tammy Waldrop
Eric Weiss
Adam White
David Wilcox
Curtis Wilkerson
Brooke Williams
Merle Williams
Onita Williams
Roger Williams
Sherri Williamson
Frances Winkler
Joe Woodworth
Pamela Young
William Young
Juanita Zepeda
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John Laycock and Marisa Perales also submitted written comments on behalf of the groups
TJFA, L.P. (TJFA) and Environmental Protection in the Interest of Caldwell County (EPICC).
The following are the public comments received for the Application followed by responses
provided by staff of the TCEQ Office of Waste, MSW Permits Section and the TCEQ, Office of
Legal Services, Environmental Law Division, Waste Section.

Comment 1: Landfill Comments

Many commenters raised issues related to the proposed MSW permit application submitted by
130 Environmental Park for construction of a proposed landfill on the same property. For
example, some commenters raised a concern that the area has expansive clay soils, which will
cause the clay and plastic liners to fail. Several commenters raised a concern that the plastic
liner is an imperfect system and will leak over time, or that the polyethylene liner proposed by
the applicant is itself toxic. These commenters included Byron Friedrich, Ruth Harman, Lou
MacNaughton, Rick Vees, Roger Williams, and Juanita Zepeda.

Byron Friedrich was concerned that the landfill will release methane or carbon dioxide
emissions into the air, while Ruth Harman and Juanita Zepeda were concerned that the landfill
will contain toxic chemicals, metals, micro-organic contaminants, and micro-organisms that
could leach into the groundwater.

Leslie Holder, Rodney Holder, and Rick Vees raised a concern that the landfill will be a fire
hazard and that the local volunteer fire department does not have the resources or training to
handle a fire of that type.

Some commenters raised a concern regarding the Applicant’s desire to use alternative daily
cover on the landfill instead of 6 inches of dirt. Specifically, their concern was that the use of a
tarp as alternative daily cover would increase the likelihood of landfill fires, Others were
concerned that the Applicant will not cover waste on a daily basis. These commenters included
Leslie Holder, Rodney Holder, Patton King, and David Wilcox.

Several commenters raised a concern regarding the final elevation of the landfill. Some of these
commenters were concerned that the facility will obseure views of sunsets. Patton King
submitted a map that indicates how the landfill will be visible for 50% of Caldwell County at its
final elevation.

Several commenters noted that TCEQ'’s report indicates that there is sufficient landfill capacity
in Central Texas, and that the proposed landfill is not needed. Specifically, some commenters
noted that the report indicates more than 57 years of landfill capacity in central Texas, Other
commenters noted that the landfill would not be necessary if recycling, reuse, and composting
were enforced. Lou MacNaughton noted that Austin is on track for zero waste by 2040,

Response 1:
The comments related to the landfill permit application, MSW 2383, are outside the scope of

review for the transfer station registration application, MSW 40269, The Applicant submitted a
registration application requesting authorization to construct and operate a Type V facility,
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which includes the storage, collection, processing, and transfer of construction and demolition
(C & D) waste. In accordance with the TCEQ rules, the TCEQ staff’s evaluation of the Applicant’s
registration application includes reviewing items and comments associated with the registration
application only. The landfill permit application is a separate application that is independent
from the transfer station application. All timely comments received by the TCEQ regarding the
landfill permit application will be addressed in a separate response to comments document in
accordance with the requirements of the permitting process.

Comment 2: 130 Environmental Park Entity Information

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the applicant has not provided adequate information
regarding ownership of the facility because it has not listed all individuals or other corporate
entities that own 20% or more of the LLC.

Response 2:

Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) §330.59(e) requires the owner or operator of the
facility to list all persons having over a 20% ownership in the proposed facility. Part I of the
Application indicates that 130 Environmental Park LLC is the owner of the facility and no other
entity owns more than 20% of the proposed facility.

Comment 3: Compliance History

Patton King and Jacquelyn Spruiell raised questions concerning the compliance history of the
facility. Specifically, they noted that Green Group Holdings does not have a good reputation
resulting from their management of a landfill in Uniontown, Alabama.

Response 3:

During the application review process, the Ageney develops and reviews compliance history
reports under Chapter 60 of the TCEQ rules. See 30 TAC §60.1(a). The compliance history
incorporates data from an applicant derived from numerical scores associated with enforcement
events. The components of the report include enforcement information related to an applicant,
specific to the site that is under review, as well as other sites that are owned or operated by the
applicant. See 30 TAC §60.1(c). The report will provide a compliance score, as well as a
classification as a high performer, satisfactory performer, or unsatisfactory performer. Because
this is a new site, there is no existing compliance history for this facility for the Executive
Director to consider. Furthermore, the TCEQ does not use compliance information from
agencies in other states to develop a facility rating.

Comment 4: Property Owner Affidavit
Jessica Neyman raised a question regarding the property owner affidavit. The affidavit states

that the TCEQ will have access to the property; however, the entrance and entrance road are not
a part of the permitted facility boundary. The commenter noted that this contradicted the
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statement made in Part IV, page 4-1, that “the support facilities for the proposed transfer station
include the facility entrance road.”

Response 4:

The property owner affidavit is located in Part I of the Application. It is noted that 30 TAC
§330.59(d)(2) requires that a property owner affidavit be signed by the owners, which
acknowledges that the owner or operator and the State of Texas shall have access to the property
during the active life and post closure care period of the facility. While the facility entrance and
entrance road are not wholly within the registration boundary, they are located within the
property, as defined in Part I of the application.

Comment 5: Evidence of Competency

Frank Sughrue raised a concern that the Applicant has not demonstrated that it is competent to
operate a transfer station. TJFA and EPICC noted that Section 7.13 of the application, related to
Health and Safety, merely parrots the language of the rules in 30 TAC §330.247.

Response 5:

Under TCEQ rules for MSW processing facilities, an applicant must provide evidence of
competency. An applicant must provide a list of all facilities in the state that the owner or
operator has owned or operated in the past ten years, and a list of all solid waste sites in all
states in which the owner or operator has a direct financial interest. The applicant must provide
the names of the principals and supervisors of the owner's or operator's organization, and
indicate whether a licensed solid waste facility supervisor will be employed prior to
commencement of facility operations. 30 TAC §330.59(f). The Applicant provided this
information in Part I, Section 6 of the Application. The Applicant indicated that it does not own
or operate other facilities in Texas, nor does it have a financial interest outside of Texas. The
Application identified the principals and supervisors of the organization, and indicated that a
manager with an MSW Facility Class A license will provide oversight and training to employees
at the facility.

TCEQ rules also state that “facility personnel will be trained in the appropriate sections of the
facility's health and safety plan.” See 30 TAC §330.247. The Applicant addressed this in Part IV,
Section 7.13 of the Application, but did not parrot the rule, instead stating that “facility
personnel will be trained in accordance with Section 8 — Personnel and Training.” Part IV,
Section 8 of the Application provides details on the training requirements of the operator’s
expected personnel,

Finally, the TCEQ rules specifically prohibit the operation of a solid waste facility in a manner
that causes, suffers, allows or contributes to the ¢reation or maintenance of a nuisance or the
endangerment of human health and welfare or the environment. The Executive Director expects
that if the Applicant constructs and operates the facility in accordance with the TCEQ
regulations and the provisions of an issued authorization, that human health and the
environment will be protected. The use of rule language in the application does not remove the
Applicant’s responsibility to remain in compliance with TCEQ regulations,
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Comment 6: Adequacy of Access Roads

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant has failed to show that the nearby roads
are adequate and available to accommodate the traffic associated with the facility. Several
commenters asserted that the Applicant has not shown that these roads can fully handie the
additional traffic. These commenters included Billy Bertram, Troyce Collier, Melanie Collins,
Byron Friedrich, Leslie Holder, Rodney Holder, Dana Murray, Roger Williams, Pamela Young,
and William Young,

Several commenters raised a concern that an increase in traffic on the access roads will cause
rapid wear and deterioration. These commenters included Billy Bertram, Robert Brown, Troyce
Collier, Melanie Collins, Leslie Holder, Rodney Holder, Dana Murray, and Roger Williams.

Lou MacNaughton noted that the Application indicates that U.S. Highway 183 is maintained by
the State but that it is actually maintained by a foreign company. Byron Friedrich questioned
why the Application refers to U.S. 183 as a service road to State Highway 130 when U.S. 183 is a
major highway.

Many commenters noted that the entrance to the facility is close to the intersection of U.S,
Highway 183 and FM 1185, which is a dangerous intersection, Some commenters raised the
concern that the intersection is on a rise, which can obstruct traffic vision. Other commenters
noted that the intersection has been a site of numerous accidents and deaths, while other
commenters noted that this intersection may become hazardous for school buses. The
commenters were concerned that the increased traffic from the facility would contribute to
accidents at this intersection and on the access roads. These commenters included Deborah
Bissonnet, Mike Bissonnet, Troyce Collier, John Castillo, Byron Friedrich, Josephine Friedrich,
Josephine (Joannie) Friedrich, Lou MacNaughton, Joe Roland, and Frank Sughrue.

Several commenters raised a concern that the facility would create traffic congestion. Other
commenters raised a concern regarding the impact of facility-generated traffic on noise levels
and safety.

Response 6:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.61(i), the Application is required to include data on the
availability and adequacy of roads, the volume of vehicular traffic on those roads, projected
volume of traffic to be generated by the facility, and documentation of coordination with the
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) regarding traffic and location restrictions; as well
as all designs of proposed public roadway improvements such as turning lanes associated with
the site entrance. A traffic impact analysis report prepared for the application concludes that
with proposed improvements the existing roadway infrastructure has adequate capacity to
accommodate site traffic. A response letter from TxDOT dated May 28, 2014, indicates that the
proposed access mitigation is satisfactory and that no other issues remain. The traffic impact
analysis and TxDOT coordination documentation for the proposed facility can be found in Part
I1, Appendix I1C of the Application. When reviewing applications, the executive director defers
to TxDOT’s recommendations on transportation and traffic issues regarding the traffic impacts
and adequacy of state-maintained roadways. The Application has addressed all of the TCEQ
applicable rule requirements regarding transportation.
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Comment 7: Traffic

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern over the discussion of traffic control in Paragraph 7.1.2 of the
Site Operating Plan (SOP). The comimenters noted that the traffic flow diagram for the facility
does not account for the flow of traffic leaving the transfer station building after depositing or
picking up material, which poses a conflicting on-site traffic pattern. Further, the commenters
noted that the Application makes the claim that adequate turning radii have been provided for
the operation of vehicles on-site, but that it has not been demonstrated in the Application.

Josephine Friedrich noted that it is hard to differentiate between the traffic counts for the
transfer station and the landfill, and between the garbage trucks and the 18-wheelers. Byron
Friedrich noted that the traffic data provided by the Applicant does not include traffic generated
by the proposed facility. <

Response 7:

The internal facility roadway is depicted in Part III, Appendix IIIB, General Facility Design,
Drawing IIIB.1, General Site Plan. In addition, the traffic patterns associated with the transfer
station are depicted in Part ITI, Appendix IIIB, General Facility Design, Drawing IIIB.4, Waste
Processing Plan.

The traffic counts for the transfer station are provided in Part II, Section 9.1, Traffic and
Roadways.

30 TAC §330.223(b) requires that that adequate turning radii be provide from public access
roads to the facility. The applicant is not required to demonstrate that adequate turning radii are
provided on internal facility roadways. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and
has determined that the Application complies with the TCEQ requirements.

Comment 8: Maintenance of Aceess Roads

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant has failed to provide adequate information
related to the maintenance of access roads in Section 7.8 of the SOP. Specifically, the
commenters noted that the Application does not specify the frequency with which water-
spraying will occur to prevent dust, nor when maintenance of depressions, ruts, and potholes
will take place,

Byron Friedrich, Carol J arratt, and David Jarratt raised a concern regarding dust created by the
facility.

Response 8:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.237, the Applicant is required to provide for the maintenance
of all on-site and other access roadways on a regular basis and to ensure that access roadways
shall be regraded as necessary to minimize depressions, ruts, and potholes. The TCEQ
regulations for transfer stations do not require the Application to specify the frequency with
which on-site road maintenance will occur. TCEQ regulations do require that the facility must be
operated in a way to manage dust from on-site and other access roadways so that it does not
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become a nuisance. Part IV, Section 7.8 of the Application provided information describing how
the Applicant intends to control mud, debris, and dust along the access road. The Applicant
proposes to construct an asphalt or concrete road that should minimize mud or other debris,
and to suppress dust with periodic spraying from a water truck, as necessary. The Executive
Director has reviewed the Application and has determined that the Application complies with
the TCEQ requirements.

Comment 9: Waste Spilled from Vehicles

Marissa Acosta, Robert Brown, John Dechene, and Alicia Thornton expressed a concern that
facility-generated traffic would create litter along the highways near the facility. Alicia Thornton
noted that the Application indicates that facility will encourage waste vehicles to be enclosed or
covered by tarps, but asks how the Applicant would be able to enforce this provision beyond the
placement of warning signs.

Response 9;:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.233, the Applicant is required to control windblown material
and litter to minimize unhealthy, unsafe, or unsightly conditions. Any litter that is scattered
throughout the facility or along fences and access roads must be picked up once a day on the
days the facility is in operation. Furthermore, in accordance with 30 TAC §330.235, the facility
is required to take steps to encourage that vehicles hauling waste to the transfer station are
enclosed or provided with a tarpaulin, net, or other means to effectively secure the load in order
to prevent the escape of any part of the load by blowing or spilling. The facility is required to
take actions such as posting signs, Part IV of the Application states that the facility will provide
for the cleanup of waste materials spilled along and within the right of way of US 183 and SH
130 for a distance of two miles in either direction from the facility entrance.

Comment 10: Windblown Waste

Several commenters raised a concern regarding the impact of windblown waste. These
commenters included TJFA, EPICC, Laura Edge, Miriam King, Tim Pigue, Russell Rodgers,
Craig Stewart, and Rick Vees. TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant has failed to
indicate the specific devices that will be used to control windblown waste in Section 7.6 of the
SOP, and has failed to specify the conditions that would trigger implementation of these devices.

Response 10:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.233, windblown material and litter is required to be collected
as necessary, at least once per day on days the facility is in operation, to minimize unhealthy,
unsafe, or unsightly conditions, This rule also requires that litter scattered throughout the
facility, along fences and access roads, and at the gate must be picked up once a day on the days
the facility is in operation, However, the TCEQ rules do not require the Application to specify
what type of devices will be used to minimize windblown waste, It is noted that Part IV, Section
7.6, Control of Windblown Material and Liter, states that fencing or screens will be located near
the edge of the pavement on all sides of the transfer station to control windblown materials and
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litter. The Application also states that the facility will use additional litter control devices as
necessary to control windblown waste. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and
determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding the control of windblown material
and litter.

Comment 11: Site Operating Procedures

TJFA and EPICC raised a general concern regarding the SOP, noting that many sections of the
SOP in the Application merely parrot the language of the rule without giving any substance or
specificity as to how the facility will be operated.

Response 11:

The Applicant is required to address the operation requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 330,
Subchapter E (Operational Standards for Municipal Solid Waste Storage and Processing Units).
The usage of rule language in the Application does not remove the applicability or enforceability
of the provisions in the Application. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and
determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding the Site Operating Plan.

Comment 12: Odor Management

Many commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would create odors. Some
commenters asked how the Applicant proposes to address odors at the proposed facility.

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern related to the Odor Management Plan in Section 7.12.1 of the
SOP. The commenters noted that the plan does not explain when and to what degree odors will
be controlled, and that it must contain specific provisions indicating how waste odors are
controlled. The commenters noted that it is too vague to state that waste received at the transfer
station will be transported to a landfill “as soon as practical.” The commenters noted that it was
also too vague to state that “appropriate measures” will be taken to address ponded water.

Response 12:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.245, the owner or operator is required to prevent nuisance
odors from leaving the boundary of the facility. If odors are found to be passing the facility
boundary, the facility may be required to suspend operations until the nuisance is abated. The
odor control plan for the facility is contained in Part IV of the Application. Some of the measures
that the facility will use to control odors are: prohibiting the acceptance of putrescible, special,
industrial, and liquid waste; the prohibition of open burning at the facility; restricting the
unloading of waste to only inside the transfer station building; storing waste in odor retaining
containers and vessels with tops; ensuring that processed and unprocessed waste may only be
stored at the facility for a maximum of 72 hours; and incorporating large buffer zones. The
Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies the rule
requirements regarding odor control.
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Comment 13: Air Pollution

Several commenters raised a concern that the facility would create air pollution. Ann Collier and
Rick Vees raised a concern that the proposed facility would introduce airborne pollutants such
as arsenic, gypsum dust, black mold, asbestos, and formaldehyde.

Ann Collier raised a concern that there is no air quality monitoring station in Caldwell County.
Ms. Collier noted that the closest monitor appears to be the CAPCOG McKinney Roughs-C684.
The lack of a monitoring station would prevent TCEQ from knowing baseline pollutant levels
and from determining whether limits have been exceeded.

Byron Friedrich raised a concern that the Applicant has not proposed to use an air filtration
system to prevent dust and small particles from leaving the facility.

Response 13:

MSW rules do not require specific air emission control devices. In accordance with 30 TAC
§330.245, air emissions from MSW facilities must not cause or contribute to a condition of air
pollution as defined in the Texas Clean Air Act. The Application is required to include
procedures for ventilation and air pollution control. This includes: requiring the facility, all
emission sources, and all constructed air pollution abatement devices to obtain all applicable air
authorizations from the TCEQ Air Permits Division prior to the start of construction;
implementing procedures for ventilation and odor control; and the proper reporting and control
of air emissions. It is noted that Part IV, pages IV-17 through I'V-19 of the Application include
the required air pollution control information, Individuals are encouraged to report their
concerns regarding suspected noncompliance with terms of any TCEQ authorization or
environmental regulation. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined
that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding Ventilation and Air Pollution Control.

Comment 14: Pollution from Facility Traffic

Several commenters raised a concern that facility-generated traffic would increase particulate
pollution levels, especially from trash trucks. Other commenters raised a concern that increased
traffic from the facility could put the region in noncompliance for EPA ozone levels, These
commenters included James Abshier, Deborah Bissonnet, Mike Bissonnet, Ann Collier, Troyce
Collier, Leslie Holder, Dana Murray, SK Stewart, Roger Williams, Pamela Young, and William
Young.

SK Stewart referenced a presentation from October 2013 by Bill Gill of Clean Air Coalition, a
part of CAPCOG, who noted that CAPCOG has nearly reached the EPA limit for ozone at 73
parts per million (the limit is 74 ppm). Mr. Stewart expressed a concern that an increase in
idling trucks will put the CAPCOG region over the EPA limit for ozone.

Other commenters noted that pollution from diesel trucks is carcinogenic, causes respiratory
problems, low birth weights, and other serious health problems.
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Response 14:

The Applicant is not required to address potential impacts due to emissions from vehicles
utilizing the facility in the Application. The Executive Director does not have the authority to
consider the impacts of emissions from vehicles serving the facility when reviewing an
application for a municipal solid waste transfer station.

Comment 15: Visual Impacts and Noise

Many commenters had concerns regarding the visual impacts of the facility, as well as facility-
generated noise. TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Application contains no substantive
information regarding what screening the Applicant intends to provide under 30 TAC §330.239
to minimize noise pollution and visual impacts. Other commenters raised a concern that the
Applicant has not proposed sufficient measures to reduce the visual impacts from the facility,
while some commenters raised a concern that the facility would create light pollution,

Other commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would generate noise.
Response 15:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.239, the owner or operator of a transfer station is required to
provide screening or other measures to minimize adverse visual impacts and to provide
measures to minimize noise pollution, One method that the Applicant has proposed to use at the
facility to minimize adverse visual impacts and noise pollution is to conduct all processing
operations within the transfer station building, which consists of a metal building with three
walls. In addition, Part III of the Application states that the facility will incorporate a minimum
buffer zone of approximately 224 feet on all sides of the facility. The Executive Director has
reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding visual
screening and noise pollution.

Comment 16: Employee Sanitation Facilities

Several commenters raised a concern that the Applicant merely proposes to provide employees
with portable toilets and bottled water. These commenters included TJFA, EPICC, Byron
Friedrich, and Josephine Friedrich, TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant’s
proposal to provide bottled water is insufficient to satisfy the rule requirement to provide
potable water because potable water is necessary for sanitary purposes as well, and bottled
water is inadequate for this task,

Response 16:

30 TAC §330.249 requires that the owner or operator provide potable water and sanitary
facilities for all employees and visitors, The Application indicates that the toilet facilities will be
provided at the scale house or transfer station, and bottled water will be provided at the scale
house and transfer station. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined
that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding employee sanitation.
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Comment 17: Vector Control

TJFA and EPICC and raised a concern that the Applicant failed to provide adequate and detailed
procedures for personnel to prevent and control disease vectors in the vicinity of the site.

Several commenters raised a concern that the facility would attract vermin and flies that can
carry disease or damage property. These commenters included Marissa Acosta, Cheryl Bertram,
Robert Brown, Kathleen Clough, Josephine Friedrich, Carol Jarratt, David Jarratt, and Tim
Pigue. Some of the commenters noted that the transfer station may potentially attract feral hogs.
Specifically, some commenters noted that feral hogs are distributed throughout much of Texas,
with the highest densities in East, South, and Central Texas.

Response 17:

30 TAC §330.243 requires that wash waters are not allowed to accumulate on site without
proper treatment to prevent attraction of vectors. In addition 30 TAC §330.209 requires that on
site storage areas be maintained in a manner that will prevent the attraction of vectors. The
facility designs in Part IIT of the Application show that the facility will be designed to convey
wash waters into a storage tank, Additionally, Part IV of the Application indicates that the
tipping floor will be inspected daily for accumulated water and that any ponded water will be
conveyed to the storage tank, Part IV of the Application also indicates that waste will only be
stored in the transfer station building or inside covered containers. The facility is only
authorized to receive construction and demolition waste, which is not expected to provide
significant attraction for vectors, The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and
determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding vectors.

Comment 18: Hours of Operation

TJFA, EPICC, and Josephine Friedrich raised a concern regarding the proposed hours of
operation. Specifically, the commenters note that Section 7.4 of the SOP provides that the
facility will both accept waste and conduect facility operations on Saturdays, but that TCEQ rules
at 30 TAC §330.229(a) only provide for waste acceptance and facility operations on Monday
through Friday unless specifically authorized by the Executive Director, The commenters noted
that the Applicant made no demonstration to justify the additional hours of operation.

Josephine Friedrich noted that page 11.A specifies hours of operation from 3:00 a.m. to 5:00
p-m., Monday through Friday, but Section 7.4 specifies waste acceptance from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00
p.m.

Response 18:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.229, an applicant must specify the operating hours of the
facility and establishes standard waste acceptance and facility operating hours in the SOP. The
rules sets forth default times for both waste acceptance and hours of operation. A facility may
accept waste between 77:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and may operate
operating heavy equipment and transporting materials between 5:00 a.m, and 9:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. However, the Executive Director can approve alternative hours of
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waste acceptance and operation. As stated in Part IV, Section 7.4, Operating Hours, page IV-15
of the Application, the facility will have waste acceptance hours from 7 a.m. to 7 p.m. from
Monday through Friday and 7:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. on Saturdays; and will have facility
operating hours from 5 a.m. to 9 p.m. from Monday through Friday and 5:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m,
on Saturdays. The facility will be closed Sundays. The Executive Director is not aware of
information to justify restricting the proposed operating hours.

Comment 19: Waste Acceptance

Several commenters raised concerns related to the wastes accepted by the facility, These
commenters included Lou MacNaughton, Aaron McMillin, Roxana McMillin, Richard Olsen,
and Amy Ott. Some commenters raised a concern that the facility would accept coal ash, medical
waste, and low grade radioactive waste, while some commenters raised a concern that the
facility would accept hazardous waste or toxic wastes. Aaron McMillin and Roxana McMillin
raised a concern that the proposed facility would expose residents to black mold, asbestos, lead,
mercury, pesticides, various mechanical fluids, and paint, One commenter raised a concern that
the facility would allow for the disposal of hazardous waste, and that the facility would have
hazardous waste combustors that would pollute the air.

Several commenters raised a concern that the facility would accept waste from out of state or
from other countries. These commenters included James Abshier, S L. Cheatham, Deborah
Bissonnet, Mike Bissonnet Josephine Friedrich, Jody King, and Lou MacNaughton,

Response 19;

Part IT of Application states that the facility would only accept C & D waste. In accordance with
30 TAC §330.3(33), C & D waste is defined as waste resulting from construction or demolition
projects, which includes all materials that are directly or indirectly the by-products of
construction work or that result from demolition of buildings and other structures, including,
but not limited to, paper, cartons, gypsum board, wood, excelsior, rubber, and plastics, The
Applicant is not requesting authorization for this facility to accept coal ash, medical waste,
radioactive waste or regulated hazardous wastes.

In addition, the TCEQ does not have the statutory or regulatory authority to prohibit a transfer
station from processing waste from a specific geographic area.

Comment 20: Construction and Demolition Waste

Ann Collier, Frank Sughrue, and Josephine Friedrich questioned whether a transfer station that
accepts only construction and demolition waste can be authorized under the MSW rules. One
commenter contended that the landowner affidavit is incorrect because it acknowledges an
MSW facility even though the Application is for C & D waste,

Response 20:

30 TAC §330.3(88) defines municipal solid waste as “Solid waste resulting from or incidental to
municipal, community, commercial, institutional, and recreational activities, including garbage,
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rubbish, ashes, street cleanings, dead animals, abandoned automobiles, and all other solid waste
other than industrial solid waste.” Further, 30 TAC §330.3(33) defines C & D waste as “Waste
resulting from construction or demolition projects; includes all materials that are directly or
indirectly the by-products of construction work or that result from demolition of buildings and
other structures, including, but not limited to, paper, cartons, gypsum board, wood, excelsior,
rubber, and plastics,” C & D waste is considered a subset of Municipal Solid Waste.

Comment 21: Storage of Recyclable Materials

James Abshier raised a concern that recyclable materials will not be placed in a separate area
from waste processing areas. Mr. Abshier noted that the Waste Acceptance Plan, Section 2.3,
states that “all recyclable materials will be placed in an area separate from the waste processing
area, as shown on drawing 11.A.10.” The commenter notes that the drawing depicts a 100’ x 100’
building with an open area, presumably a waste processing area. Immediately adjacent to that,
within the same building, there is a row of five, forty cubic yard roll-off boxes for recyclables.
The commenter notes that this is not separate from the waste processing area.

Response 21:

Part III, Section 4, Waste Management Unit Design, page IIIA-6 of the Application, states that
the waste will be transported to the tipping floor and the proposed recycling operations will be
conducted manually by either the laborers located on the tipping floor, the equipment operators,
or a combination of both. This section also states, “After the waste has been processed and
separated, the recyclables may be temporarily stored in the roll-off boxes and the non-recyclable
waste will be placed in the transfer trailers, roll-off boxes, or other suitable containers for
prompt landfill disposal.” The storage of waste and recyclables in separate containers is
considered an appropriate method of segregating material. The Executive Director has reviewed
the Application and determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding storage of waste
or recyclable materials.

Comment 22: Host Agreements

Jessica Neyman noted that the Green Group host agreement limits the service area of the
transfer station, but that the waste acceptance plan does not. Ms. Neyman asked whether the
waste acceptance plan is limited by the host agreement.

Response 22:

The TCEQ is not a party to the host agreement and, therefore, cannot comment on the terms
that are, or have been, considered by those parties involved in the negotiation of that agreement.
The registration is a separately enforceable instrument from any host agreement the Applicant
may have with neighboring landowners. Any conditions included in the host agreement would
need to be included in the registration application for the Executive Director to consider them.
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Comment 23: Overloading

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that Section 7.10 of the SOP does not provide the facility staff
with adequate guidance regarding overloading, including what conditions would constitute
overloading, such as a particular quantity of waste.

Response 23:

TCEQ rule 30 TAC §330.241 states that the design capacity of a solid waste processing facility
shall not be exceeded during operation, It would be considered overloading for a facility to
accept waste in excess of their maximum waste acceptance rate or if the facility stored waste and
recyclable materials in excess of 100 tons. Part 1V of the Application states that the facility will
have a maximum waste acceptance rate of 94 tons per day and that the maximum amount of
waste and recyclable materials that may be stored on-site at any time is 100 tons, Therefore, if
the proposed facility operates in accordance with their registration authorization, the facility
should not experience overloading.

Comment 24: Fire Risks and Protection

Several commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility poses a fire hazard. These
commenters included Byron Friedrich, Josephine Friedrich, Miriam King, and Tim Pigue.
Miriam King raised a concern that fire suppression at the facility would strain water supplies
that are already strained by drought. Tim Pigue asked what types of fire suppression or fire
retardants are proposed for the facility.

Response 24:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.221, an application for an MSW storage and processing facility
is required to demonstrate that an adequate supply of water under pressure is available for
firefighting purposes, ensure that firefighting equipment is readily available, and include a fire
protection plan. The fire protection plan must describe the source of fire protection, procedures
for using the fire protection source, employee training and safety procedures, and shall comply
with local fire codes. The rule does not consider drought conditions. It is noted that the
Applicant’s Fire Protection Plan is included in Part IV of the Application. Additionally, the TCEQ
rules do consider the use of a local firefighting department as an adequate method of fire
protection, The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies
the rule requirements regarding fire protection.

Comment 25: Impact on Groundwater and Wells

Numerous commenters raised a concern that the facility has the potential to contaminate
groundwater or damage the aquifer. Many commenters raised a concern that the proposed
facility will sit on top of groundwater formations that feed the aquifer for local landowners and
farmers.

Amanda 8 raised a concern that the proposed facility would endanger Lytton Springs.
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Josh Storm raised a concern that the aquifer recharge within the Edwards Plateau and
Blackland Prairie regions relies on trickle down filtration through karst formations that run
downhill on a semi-horizontal plane.

Vicki Abshier raised a concern that there are active water wells near the footprint of the facility.
Patton King raised a concern that heavy rains cause water from the property of the proposed
facility to flood his property and potentially affect his well at the Lazy K Ranch.

Response 25:

In accordance with 30 TAC §§330.63(b)(4) and 330.207, the Application must include water
pollution control procedures to prevent groundwater contamination and proper disposal of
wastewaters generated on site. The owner or operator must provide for the treatment or proper
disposal at an authorized facility of wastewaters resulting from the process or from cleaning and
washing. Part III of the Application states that the unloading, storage, and processing of
unprocessed waste will be on a reinforced concrete slab (tipping floor) inside the transfer station
building; processed waste and recyclable materials will be stored in roll-off boxes or transfer
trailers within the transfer station building; and additional recyclable materials will be stored
outside the transfer station building in covered roll-off boxes or transfer trailers located on top
of pavement. Additionally, the facility will be designed so that all wash water and rainwater from
the transfer station will be collected using a floor drain sump and placed into a 5,000 gallon
contaminated water storage tank until it is properly disposed. Furthermore, this facility does not
include on-site disposal of waste, will not generate leachate, and all wastes will be removed from
the site in accordance with the proposed registration application.

Comment 26: Geologic Faults

Several commenters raised a concern regarding geological faults under the facility and their
ability to allow pollution of groundwater. These commenters included TJFA, EPICC, Vicki
Abshier, Byron Friedrich, Michelle Habel, Kimberly Kay, Aaron McMillin, Roxana MeMillin,
Dana Murray, Jacquelyn Spruiell, Brooke Williams, Pamela Young, and William Young.

TJFA, EPICC, and Byron Friedrich raised specific concerns based on statements made at a
November 19, 2013 regular meeting of the Plum Creek Conservation District by District
Geologist Feathergail Wilson. Mr, Wilson raised a concern about the presence of faults on the
site, which are not depicted on the Applicant’s maps; about the presence of groundwater in the
Leona Gravel, which is present beneath the site; and about risks to the Wilcox aquifer, which
provides groundwater to nearby wells. TJFA and EPICC noted that Mr. Wilson’s comments were
based on Parts I and II of the landfill application, but that the comments apply equally to this
Application.

Response 26:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.61(j), applications for transfer stations must provide general
information related to the geology and soils of the proposed site. However, while applications
for landfills must include information regarding faults, this information is not required for
transfer station applications. Therefore the Executive Director is not authorized to consider
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geologic faults in the review of transfer station applications. The Executive Director has
reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding fault
areas. .

Comment 27: Site Hydrogeology

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant has not properly defined the hydrogeology
of the site in its application. The commenters noted that the Applicant did not identify a minor
aquifer under the site: the Leona Formation, The commenters noted that the Leona Formation
provides water to shallow wells from Lockhart toward Hays County, and that it also feeds
numerous springs and seeps along Clear Fork Plum Creek and smaller tributaries of Plum
Creek. The commenters also noted that all of the water from the seeps and springs on Lockhart
State Park originates in the Leona Formation.

Response 27:

30 TAC §330.61(k) requires that an application include information about groundwater
conditions at or near the site. Part I1, Section 11.2.1 of the Application, identifies the Leona
Formation in outcrops at the site. These outcrops are described as non-contiguous with
significant clay. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it
satisfies the rule requirements regarding groundwater characterization at the site.

Comment 28: Geology and Soils

Several commenters raised concerns related to the geology and soils at the proposed site. TJFA,
EPICC, Vicki Abshier, and Byron Friedrich noted that the clays at the site are expansive and
unstable.

TJFA and EPICC further noted that nearby State Highway 130 needed resurfacing shortly after
its original construction because of cracks, and that the Tiger Tote convenience store located at
State Highway 130 and FM 1185 has experienced significant visible shifting and settling.

Michelle Habel, Kimberly Kay, Patton King, Jacquelyn Spruiell, Brooke Williams, and Roger
Williams raised a concern that that the soils in the area are high in sand and gravel and will be
unsuitable for containing contaminants.

Response 28:

30 TAC §330.61(j) requires that the application include a discussion, in general terms, of the
geology and soils at the site. Part 11, Section 10 of the Application includes discussions on
regional geology, regional groundwater, hydrogeology and surface water to address the
requirements of 30 TAC §330.61(j) . The Application includes the information required by these
rules.
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Comment 29: Flooding Concerns

Several commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would produce runoff. These
commenters included TJFA, EPICC, Jeanne Bates, Richard Bates, Sally Benwell, Brian Farris,
John Gambrell, Michelle Habel, John Linderman, Bill McPhillips, Craig Stewart, Tammy
Waldrop, and Roger Williams. TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant has not
made an adequate demonstration that the facility will not significantly and adversely alter
drainage patterns in the area. The commenters noted that several EPICC members live adjacent
to or near the proposed site and experience significant drainage from the site during moderate
and heavy rain evénts, and that the Applicant has failed to demonstrate that the proposed
transfer station will not exacerbate drainage flows onto neighboring properties. Also, the
commenters note that the Applicant has failed to demonstrate that natural drainage patterns
will not be altered, and has failed to properly evaluate impacts to the Plum Creek Watershed.
Sally Benwell raised a concern that the facility would cause caustic erosion.

Response 29:

Pursuant to 30 TAC §330.63(c), a registration application for an MSW storage and processing
facility is not required to include a surface water drainage report demonstrating that existing
drainage patterns will not be adversely altered. The requirement that existing drainage patterns
must not be adversely altered is a requirement that specifically applies to landfill applications.
See 30 TAC §330.305(a). However, 30 TAC §330.63(c) requires that an application include a
statement that the facility design complies with the requirements of 30 TAC §330.303, relating
to Surface Water Drainage for MSW Facilities. Part III of the Application includes this statement
as well as the design of a drainage swale to manage the peak discharge from the 25-year, 24-
hour rainfall event. Moreover, the proposed transfer station is not located in the 100-year flood
plain, and the construction and operation of the facility should have no impact on flooding
offsite. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies the
rule requirements regarding Surface Water Drainage for MSW Facilities.

Comment 30: Surface Water Contamination

Several commenters raised a concern that the facility could end up polluting surface waters.
Marissa Acosta raised a concern that there are formations at the site that feed into rivers that
supply agricultural and drinking water for many communities. Several commenters raised a
concern that the facility would impact cattle on neighboring ranches. Robert Englehart and
Miriam King raised a concern that surface water runoff from the facility would introduce
contaminants to the grass that nearby cattle eat, thereby impacting the beef produced.

James Abshier raised a concern that the facility would threaten surface waters with the addition
total organic carbon (T'OC), nitrogen, phosphorous, chlorides, zinc, xylene and possibly toluene,
copper, and nickel. Mr. Abshier also raised a concern that the facility could introduce volatile
organic compounds (VOCs), and bichazardous materials.
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Response 30:

In accordance with 30 TAC §8330.63(b)(4) and 330.207, the Application must include water
pollution control procedures to prevent surface water contamination and proper disposal of
wastewaters generated on site. In addition, the owner or operator must provide for the
treatment or proper disposal to an authorized facility of wastewaters resulting from the process
or from cleaning and washing. In addition, Part III of the Application stated that the unloading,
storage, and processing of unprocessed waste will be on a reinforced concrete slab (tipping
floor) inside the transfer station building; processed waste and recyclable materials will be
stored in roll-off boxes or transfer trailers within the transfer station building; and additional
recyclable materials will be stored outside the transfer station building in covered roll-off boxes
or transfer trailers located on top of pavement. Additionally, the facility will be designed so that
all wash water and rainwater from the transfer station will be collected using a floor drain sump
and placed into a 5,000 gallon contaminated water storage tank until it is properly disposed.
Furthermore, this facility does not include on-site disposal of waste, will not generate leachate,
and all wastes will be removed from the site in accordance with the proposed registration
application. The issuance of the registration would not authorize a discharge of pollutants to
waters in the state. Individuals are encouraged to report their concerns regarding suspected
noncompliance with terms of any TCEQ authorization or environmental regulation by calling
TCEQ’s 24-hour toll-free Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186 or by sending
an e-mail to complaint@tceq.texas.gov. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application
and determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding Water Pollution Control.

Comment 31: Groundwater Contamination

Deborah Bissonnet, Mike Bissonnet, and Patton King raised a concern that leachate from trucks
using that access roads will cause contamination to groundwater, Patton King raised a concern
related to contaminants coming off of trash trucks that are being washed or that spill loads.

Response 31:

The facility owner or operator is required to take steps to encourage that vehicles hauling waste
to the facility are enclosed or provided with a tarpaulin, net, or other means to effectively secure
the load in order to prevent the escape of any part of the load by blowing or spilling. The facility
is responsible for at least once per day cleanup of waste materials spilled. The facility will only
be authorized to accept construction and demolition waste, and liquid wastes, including
leachate, will not be authorized for acceptance at the transfer station.

Comment 32: Local Watershed Protection Plans
James Abshier raised a concern that the proposed facility would hinder the application of the

goals set forth in the Plum Creek Watershed Protection Plan, as well as the grant awarded to
Lockhart in 2010 to improve the quality of water in the Plum Creek Watershed.
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Response 32:

30 TAC, Chapter 330 does not require an applicant to submit information regarding local
watershed protection plans. Therefore the contents of the Plum Creek Watershed Protection
Plan were not considered in the technical review of the application.

Comment 33: Floodplains

Many commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility lies near the floodplain. TJFA and
EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant failed to present accurate information regarding
floodplains that exist at the proposed site, and that the deficiency is sufficient to return the
Application. The commenters further noted that the floodplain information is an essential and
basic element of a complete Application, and that the Application should never have been
declared administratively complete without it,

Marissa Acosta raised a concern that the proposed facility sits near the 100-year floodplain, and
that a storm could carry wastes into streams and creeks,

Dana Murray, Roger Williams, Pamela Young, and William Young raised a concern that the
facility is located within the 100-year floodplain, and that there is a state-built flood control
pond that overflowed in November, 2013.

Response 33:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.547(c}, municipal solid waste storage and processing facilities
shall be located outside of the 100-year floodplain unless the owner or operator can demonstrate
that the facility is designed and will operate to prevent washout during a 100-year storm event.
At the request of the TCEQ, the Application includes the floodplain modeling that was used to
determine the extent of the 100-year floodplain. The floodplain modeling demonstrates that the
transfer station operations will take place outside of the 100-year flood plain. The Executive
Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies the rule requirements
regarding floodplains for MSW processing facilities

Comment 34: Site Traffic Crossing the Floodplain

Deborah Bissonnet and Mike Bissonnet noted that the trucks will have to cross the floodplain in
order to access the facility.

Response 34:

The Application indicates that an on-site access road between the facility entrance and the
transfer station building cross the floodplain at Tributary B. The Application further indicates
that two box culverts will be constructed to prevent overtopping of the road. The Executive
Director has reviewed the Application and determined that is satisfies the rule requirements
regarding all weather roads for MSW processing facilities.
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Comment 35: Wetlands

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that the Applicant has not properly evaluated jurisdictional
wetlands at the site, pursuant to 30 TAC §330.553. The commenters noted that the Applicant
has not investigated or identified jurisdiction wetlands, and has not demonstrated that it has
obtained all necessary approvals from the Army Corp of Engineers, including for any proposed
dredging.

Response 35:

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.61(m), the Application is required to include a wetlands
determination under applicable federal law in accordance with the location restriction
demonstrations. The information provided within the Application indicates the transfer station
will not be located within wetlands. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and
determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding wetlands.

Comment 36: Endangered Species, Wildlife, and Domestic Animals

TJFA and EPICC raised a concern that endangered and threatened species have not been
properly addressed in the Application. The commenters noted that that the Applicant has
indicated several different endangered and threatened species that may be present at the site,
including the Wood Stork, the Golden Orb Mussel, the Texas Pimpleback Mussel, the Texas
Horned Lizard, and the Timber Rattlesnake. However, the commenters raised a concern that the
Applicant has not shown how the facility will be designed to protect endangered or threatened
species, and that the site operating plan for the facility does not include any measures to ensure
that the facility is operated in a manner that will protect all endangered and threatened species
that may be present at the site.

Deborah Bissonnet and Mike Bissonnet raised a concern that the facility will have a negative
impact on protected or endangered species, such as the Horned Toad, Garter Snake, and Fox.

Several commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would kill or displace local
wildlife. Specifically, Deborah Bissonnet and Mike Bissonnet raised a concern that the facility
would threaten migratory birds, such as blue herrons, cranes, golden headed blackbirds, hawks,
and falcons.

Response 36:

The TCEQ'’s jurisdiction is established by the Legislature and is limited to the issues set forth in
statute. See Tex. Health and Safety Code §361.011. Accordingly, the TCEQ does not have
jurisdiction to consider the impact of an MSW land(fill facility on wildlife or wildlife habitat that
is not protected by state or federal statute, In accordance with 30 TAC §330.551, a facility and
the operation of a facility may not result in the destruction or adverse modification of the critical
habitat of endangered or threatened species. Part II of the Application, Appendix IIE,
Endangered and Threatened Species Documentation, identifies five threatened or endangered
species that have the potential to occur within the registration boundary: Wood Stork, Golden
Orb, Texas Pimpleback, Texas Horned Lizard, and the Timber Rattlesnake. Figure 1, located in
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Part IT, Appendix ITE includes a drawing depicting the potential habitats where the specified
endangered or threatened species may be located within the registration boundary. Part IV of
the Application, Appendix IVC includes a species protection plan that provides procedures for
avoidance, minimization and mitigation of impact to the habitat of endangered or threatened
species. The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it satisfies the
rule requirements regarding endangered species.

Comment 37: Endangered Species Listing

Lou MacNaughton noted that the Application only identifies five threatened or endangered
species within the proposed site, whereas Texas Parks and Wildlife lists 277 species within
Caldwell County.

Response 37:

30 TAC §330.61(n) requires that an applicant consider the impact of the facility on endangered
or threatened species. The Application includes a biological assessment prepared by a qualified
biologist in accordance with standard procedures of the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department that includes information regarding the effect of
the proposed facility on the endangered or threatened species. The Texas Parks and Wildlife
website does list over 20 rare species within Caldwell County. However, some species included
on the list are not listed as endangered or threatened species, while others have been delisted.
This information addresses the entire county, but does not imply that each will be found
everywhere within the county. The Applicant assessed 13 species whose geographic range could
include any part of Caldwell County; however, the assessment indicated that only five of those
species could possibly occur within the study area of the facility. This is documented in Part II,
Appendix ITE of the Application.The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and
determined that it satisfies the rule requirements regarding endangered species.

Comment 38: Land-use Compatibility

Many commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility will not be compatible with local
land uses. TJFA, EPICC, and Marissa Acosta noted that traffic created by the proposed facility
will not be compatible with the surrounding land use of the area.

Numerous commenters raised a specific concern that the proposed facility will have a negative
impact on the Boy Scout campouts that occur on the nearby King Ranch (Lazy K Ranch) twice a
year. Other commenters raised a concern that the facility would have a negative impact on
visitors to the Lazy K Ranch.

Response 38:

In order to assist the commission in evaluating the impact of a proposed MSW facility on the
surrounding area, applicants must provide information regarding the likely impacts of the
facility on cities, communities, groups of property owners, or individuals by analyzing zoning in
the vicinity, community growth patterns, and other factors associated with the public interest.
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Specifically, an applicant must provide certain information, including an available public zoning
map for the facility within two miles of the facility for the county or counties in which the facility
will be located; information about the character of the surrounding land uses within one mile of
the proposed facility; information about growth trends within five miles of the facility with
directions of major development; information on the proximity of the facility to residences,
business establishments, and other uses within one mile, such as schools, churches, cemeteries,
historic structures and sites, archaeologically significant sites, and sites having exceptional
aesthetic quality; information regarding all known wells within 500 feet of the site; and any
other information requested by the Executive Director.

The required information is provided in Part II of the Application. Section 1, Existing Conditions
Summary of the Application indicates that the facility is located outside of the limits of the City
of Lockhart’s Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction (FTJ). Appendix IIB, Land Use Analysis discusses
the character of the surrounding land uses within one mile of the facility, which include a
mixture of agricultural, residential, industrial, and commercial uses. Furthermore, Appendix
I1B indicates that population growth from 2000 to 2010 was less than 5% in the area
surrounding the facility. Appendix IIB further indicates that there are no churches, one
recreational area {driving range), and no schools or daycare centers within one mile of the
facility boundary. The nearest residential structure is located on the adjacent property to the
northeast of the facility. The Executive Director has preliminarily determined that the
Application provided all necessary information regarding land-use compatibility.

However, the scope of Executive Director’s review of the Application is limited to determining
whether the application, design, and operation of the proposed facility satisfy the requirements
of the TCEQ rules. The TCEQ rules were promulgated to ensure that an MSW facility does not
pose a health risk to the surrounding community, Accordingly, the Executive Director does not
have the authority to consider alternative locations or whether the facility will benefit the
community.

Comment 39: Multiple Applications

Thomas Bunnell, Byron Friedrich, Robin Schneider, and Alicia Thornton expressed a concern
that the Applicant is using the transfer station application as a method to convert the land use of
the area to make it compatible for the landfill application.

Response 39:

The Applicant has filed two separate applications with the TCEQ — the landfill permit
application, MSW 2386, and the transfer station registration application, MSW 40269, In
accordance with 30 TAC Chapter 330, each application is subject to different requirements and
must be reviewed independently. All requirements of the transfer station registration must
comply with the TCEQ rules regardless of whether the proposed landfill is authorized.

Comment 40: Need for a Facility

Many commenters raised a concern that there is no need for the facility because the Austin
region does not need a transfer station or more waste capacity. Lo Bertram noted that there is
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another existing landfill ten miles away and that there is no need for another one. Some
commenters questioned whether there is a need for the transfer station without the landfill.

Response 40:

30 TAC Chapter 330 includes the specific requirements that TCEQ staff can consider when
reviewing a registration application, In order to qualify for a registration, the TCEQ rules require
an application to meet one of the justifications listed in 30 TAC §330.9. The TCEQ rules do not
establish the need for the facility as a requirement that staff can consider. Therefore, the rules
do not include the consideration of need in a service area as a justification to obtain a
registration for a Type V Facility.

Comment 41: Local Economy, Taxes, and Property Values

Several commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would interfere with the
economy of Lockhart or Caldwell County. These commenters included Jeanne Bates, Richard
Bates, Leslie Holder, Rodney Holder, Dana Murray, Jessica Neyman, Richard Olsen, and Roger
Williams. Richard Olsen argued that the facility would not create jobs, or that the facility would
not create very many jobs that would benefit the local economy.

Several commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would be detrimental to the
developmental value of the property, which is not suitable for farming. Other commenters
argued that the proposed facility would lower the reputation of the Lockhart area and deter
future development, particularly from the Austin area. These commenters included Joe Fisher,
Fermin Islas, Jody King, Randy Laney, Richard Olsen, Aaron McMillin, and Roxana McMillin,

Many commenters raised a concern that the proposed facility would lower property values.
Response 41:

The TCEQ’s jurisdiction is established by the Legislature and is limited to the issues set forth in
statute. See Tex. Health and Safety Code §361.011. Accordingly, the TCEQ does not have
jurisdiction to consider the impact of the facility on property values, taxes, businesses, or local
economies when determining whether to approve or deny an application for an MSW
authorization. However, the issuance of a registration does not authorize injury to persons or
property or invasion of other property rights, or infringement of state or local law or regulation
in accordance with 30 TAC §305.122(c). The Executive Director’s review of a registration
application is limited to whether the application and proposed facility design and operation
meet the requirements of the applicable TCEQ rules. The MSW rules are promulgated under 30
TAC, Chapter 330.

Comment 42: Caldwell County Ordinance

Robin Schneider noted that Caldwell County passed an ordinance prohibiting the development
of the proposed facility. Several commenters raised a concern that the application for the
transfer station is just a method for allowing the Applicant to get their foot in the door for the
landfill application.
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Response 42:

On December 9, 2013, the Caldwell County Commissioners Court adopted an ordinance
prohibiting the processing or disposal of municipal or industrial waste in any area within the
County, except for one property owned by the County. The County also prohibited the operation
of any solid waste facility within the same restricted area. The County adopted this ordinance
pursuant to THSC §§363.112 and 364.012,

The County ordinance does not apply to this application. The Texas Health and Safety Code
empowers counties to prohibit waste processing and disposal in certain areas of the county;
however, a county may not prohibit the processing or disposal of waste in an area of the county
for which an application for a permit or other authorization has been filed with and is pending
before the Commission. In this case, the Applicant submitted its application on September 4,
2013. The Applicant also submitted an application for a landfill on the same property on
September 4, 2013.

Comment 43: Public Participation

Many commenters requested a public meeting. TJFA and EPICC requested that the public
meeting be held 30 days after technical review of the Application is complete.

Byron Friedrich requested that the original public meeting date of April 17, 2014 be rescheduled
so that the meeting would not land on the same day as the religious event of Maundy Thursday.

Response 43:

The Executive Director will hold a public meeting when there is substantial or significant public
interest in an application, or when a member of the legislature who represents the area in which
the facility is proposed to be located makes a request. In this case, the Chief Clerk received 36
requests for a public meeting, including requests from Senator Judith Zaffirini and
Representative Tim Kleinschmidt. Accordingly, the Executive Director and the Chief Clerk held
a public meeting on May 9, 2014. The original date for the public meeting was changed in
response to the request to move the meeting date in observance of the religious holiday.
However, the public meeting was not changed to occur after the technical review of the
application. For registration applications, the notice of final determination and Response to
Comments are transmitted at the conclusion of the technical review of the application. See 30
TAC §330.69(c).

Comment 44: Comment Period Extension

TJFA and EPICC requested that the comment period be extended until after the technical review
of the Application is complete and after the public meeting is held. The commenters noted that
TCEQ rules related to comment periods for registrations are confusing, but that the comment
period should be extended until after the public meeting and after technical review to allow
greater fransparency and due process to members of the public.
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Response 44:

The commenter is correct that TCEQ rules do not specifically define the end of the comment
period for registration applications, nor do the rules create an obligation for the Executive
Director to respond to comments. See 30 TAC §330.69(h). The Notice of Application and
Opportunity to Request a Public Meeting originally established a comment period that ended 60
days after the publication of the notice or through the public meeting if one is held. In response
to the comment, the Executive Director extended the comment period 30 days beyond the date
of the public meeting to June 9, 2014.

Comment 45: Requests for a Contested Case Hearing
Vicki Abshier requested a contested case hearing,
Response 45:

In accordance with 30 TAC §§330.57(b) and 330.69(b), a registration application for an MSW
facility is not subject to a hearing request or an opportunity for a contested case hearing.
However, this registration is subject to a Motion to Overturn, which can be filed in accordance
with 30 TAC §50.139.

Comment 46: Public Meetings

Victoria Bissonnet noted that the TCEQ is required to conduct public meetings and to send
bilingual information out to the surrounding county residents in a timely manner.

Response 46:

As noted above, the Executive Director will hold a public meeting when there is substantial or
significant public interest in an application, or when a member of the legislature who represents
the area in which the facility is proposed to be located makes a request. Due to significant public
interest and legislative requests for this application, the TCEQ held a public meeting on May 8,
2014.

Alternative language publication is required for the Notice of Application and Opportunity to
Request a Public Meeting under 30 TAC §§330.69(b) and 39.501(c); however, alternative
language publication is not required for the Notice of Public Meeting. The Applicant published
the Notice of Application and Opportunity to Request a Public Meeting in Spanish in El Mundo
on December 5, 2013,

Comment 47: Environmental Justice

Rick Vees raised a concern that poor communities disproportionately shoulder environmental
burdens.
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Response 47:

Based on state law and the agency’s rules, the TCEQ does not specifically consider the issue of
environmental justice when reviewing an application for an MSW facility, However, the TCEQ
has made a strong commitment to address such issues by creating the Environmental Equity
Program within the Office of the Chief Clerk. The goals of the Environmental Equity Program
are to: help citizens and neighborhood groups participate in regulatory processes; serve as the
agency contact to address allegations of environmental injustice; serve as a link for
communications between the community, industries, and the government; and thoroughly
consider all citizens' concerns and handle them fairly. Additional information on TCEQ’s
Environmental Equity Program can be found at the following TCEQ website
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/hearings/envequ.html or by calling Jim Fernandez at (512)
239-2566,

Comment 48: General Opposition

Several commenters generally stated that they are opposed to the proposed facility. These
commenters include Regan Adolph, Rachel Baumann, Barbara Bissonnet, Steve Cairns, Cheryl
Dozier, James Edmondson, Mary Eisenberg, Larry Eisenberg, Carol Fisher, Julie Harris, Haley
van Horn, Bill Hyman, Cody Johnson, Scot McCann, Roxanna McMillin, Meredith Phillips,
Russell Rogers, Aggie Sanchez, Cynthi Sauers, Robert Sauers, Isabel Steen, Eric Weiss, and
Frances Winkler,

Response 48:;

The Executive Director acknowledges these comments.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have further questions
regarding enforcement issues, please contact our Region 11 Office, located at 12100 Park 35
Circle, Bldg A, Rm 179, Austin TX 78753, phone number (512) 339-2929.

For questions regarding the review process of the referenced Application, please contact Mr.
Charles Brown at (512) 239-6234. If responding by mail, please use mail code MC 124 after the
recipient’s name. For further information regarding our agency, please view our website at
www.lceq.texas.gov,

Sincerely,

] Zenal

Chance Goodin, Manager

Municipal Solid Waste Permits Section
Waste Permits Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
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